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THE GESTAI 
(The Commission convened at 1000 hours) 
Mi TAYLOR: The Commission vill conven for the purpose of hearing 
affidavits on behalf of the Gestapo, 
‚RKEL: Affidavit No. 45 by Karl Heinz Bendt, a SD Fuehrer, 
In the summary the affidavit is as follows: The average part of the Gestapo 
and the Kripo and various police and armed groups,composed as Einsatz action 
group in the East was about ten per cent. The action groups were not part 
of the Gestapo. The mass executions carried out by the Einsatz action group 
was not carried out. The reports of these occurrences only went to the 
Security Police, and SD personnel, The organization Gestapo did not issue 
any orders, or haye any kind whatsoever of relationship to the nass exe- 
cutions . The atrocities with which the Gestapo is charged in document 
USR 55, are due to the action group D in action in Krassnodar. There was 
never any office of the Gestapo in Krassnodar. 


Er. MR TAYLOR: Are there any objections to the affidavit as 
ame 


Let the record show no objection to the affidavit submi tted 


and the affidavit will be marked G„stapo No. 45. 


\ 


COLONEL 1808 ORLOV: No objection. 
DR. MERKEL: Affidavit No. 46 by Walter Huppenkothen, Government 


Director, The action groups were not part 
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The tasks ofthe Einsatz of the action group coincided with those of the 


6,0 only insofar as they were supposed to maintain peace, order and 


security inthe rear lines. If use was made of action groups to carry 
cut executions, these tasks did not belong to those of the Gestapo. 

COLONEL  ORLOV: No objection. 

MR TAYLOR: Let the affidavit submitted be marked Gestapo No. 46 
for identification. 

DR. MERKEL: The next affidavit submitted by Waldemar Schiemann, 
a Technical Inspector,which runs as follows: The deathwagons, that is, those 
wagons in which those inside of them were killed by gas streaming in did 
not belong to the equipment of a commander of the Security Police. When 
in the year of 1942 two such wagons were erroneously sent to the Einsatz 
Gruppe Minsk in Riga, these wagons were constantly watched by the drivers. 
The wagons could not be inspected by us, nor did the drivers tell us 
anything about their purposes. À little while later, however, we were 
told at the offices that one of the drivers had been condenned to death 
because while in sn intoxicated condition he had spoken about the purposes 
of the wagons. A clarification concerning the purpose of these wagons 
was not given to the members of ihe offices, not even at this occasion. 

MR TAYLOR: Have you anyobjection to the affidavit. 

COLONEL ORLOV: None. 

MR TAYLOR: Let the affidavit be marked Gestapo No. 47 for identifi- 
cation. 

MERKEL: The next is af idavit by Wilhelm Papst, which treats 

of the Gestapo and the concentration camps. Wilhelm Papst was an executive 


of ficial. Summary of affidavit: Membership within the Gestapo was not 
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voluntary. The officers were either commandeered or transferred to their 
offices. During the inspection of the concentration camp at Oranienburg 
in June 1940 by participants, or by students ofthe Policefuehrer school 
in Berlin. Theywere not given any information concerning the inhuman 


conditions and atrocities in the camp. The greater majority of the 


G,stapo members,too,did not have any khnowledge of these occurrences, 


Stapo-Stelle in Hannover had no occasion for 


of the socalled the Kugelerlass. 
WR TAYLOR: Any objection to the affidavit submitted? 
COLONEL ORLOV: No objection. 
MR TAILCR: The affidavit will be marked Gestapo 48 for 
identification. 

MERK.L: The next affidavit No. 49 is given by Anton Kaindl, 
c-mp commandant of Sachsenhausen. Summary: Inmates of the concentration 
camp were about fifty percent political inmtes,and fifty per cent 
criminal preventive inmates. The approval for giving beatings of the in- 
mates was not given to the commandant by the RSHA,but by the Economic 
and Administrative Main Office. 

MR TAYLCR: Are there any objections to the affidavit submitted? 

COLONEL ORLOV: No objection. 1 

MR TAYLOR: Let the afficavit be marked as Gestapo No. 49 for 
identification. 

DR. MERKEL: Apfidavit No. 50, by Edward #ichrath, criminal counsel- 
lor. This affidavit freats the preventive custody of criminal delinquents. 
The number of inmates who had been interned for preventive reasons amounted 


to about seven to eight thousand in the entire number of professional and 
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habitual criminals interned inihe concentration camp, 
COLONEL ORLOV:No objection. 
MR TAYLOR: Let the affidavit be marked Gestapo No. 50 for identifi- 
cation. 
DR. MERKEL: The next affidavit No. 51 by Drich Mamsch,criminal offi- 
cer, Sum ary: The Gestapo office in Kassel was not iven any authorization 
to have interrogations of concentration camp inmates carried out by a 
Gestapo officer, 
MR TAYLOR: Any objection to that af fidavit? 
COLONEL ORLOV: No objection, 
MR TAYLOR: Let the affidavit be marked Gestapo No. 5l for 
identification, 
DR. MERKEL: Gestapo No. 52 is an affidavit by criminal sec- 
retary Erich Thun. Summary: The G„stapo office of Danzig was not authorized 
to enter concentration camp Stutthof whenever any people were sent to it. 
The concentration camps were not under the jurisdiction ofthe Gestapo., 
The G,stapo had no influence whabsover upon food, treatment, and medical 
treatment of the prisoners. When a person was handed over to the concen- 
tration camp,the protective custody vas entered for the Gestapo, The 
political department of the concentration camp was under the jurisdiction 
of the camp commandant. 
MR TAYLOR: Any objection to the affidavit? 
COLONEL ORLOV: No objection. 
MR TAYLOR: Let the affidavit be marked Gestapo No. 52 for identi- 


fication, 
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DR MERKEL: The next affidavit No. 53 was given by Marianne 


Walgast, a woman and a studen of law. The people working in the I.G. Farben- 
installation near Auschwitz,amd the population of Auschwitz cid not know 
anything concerning the true character of the concentration camp at Auschwitz. 

MR TAYLOR: This is an affidavit for the purposes of showing 
this one person did not know anything about it,but where did she get her 
information? 

DR. MERKEL: This Marianne Wolgast was emplloyed by the I.C. 
Farben works as a student. Her testimony does not only refer to herself, 
but also to the people working with her. She says in her testimony that 
during the entire time she was in Auschwitz she haa not heard from any 
one anything to the effect that the concentration camp at Auschwitz was ۵ 

externination 

Jewish momexntomckiom camp, and ends by saying that she did not believe 
that the population of Auschwitz had ahy knowledge whatsoever of these 
incidents. 

MR TAYLOR: It appears more or less as a personal opinion. It 
will be received and marked Gestapo No. 53 for identification, although I 
ama little doubtful that the affidavit is a defense. 

DR. MERKEL: May I add one sentence? 

MR. TAYLCR: Yes. ۱ 

DR. MERKEL: It is true that this witness put down her personal 
impression,but these personal impressions are based on a number of conver- 
sations she had with a number of the people whom she met there. 

MR. TAYLOR: Do you have any comment to make Colonel Orlov on the 
affidavit? 


COLONEL ORLOV: After the testimony given by Hoess, we know of 
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the conditions as they really existed in Auschwitz. I have no objections towards 


this doeumeht . This woman merely says that she lived in Auschwitz near 
the concentration camp, and talked to a number of people, 1 doubt there is 
any probative value to the affidavit ,but have no objection against it. 

MR TAYLOR: Very well. The next affidavit, 

DR.MERKEL: The next affidavit No. 54 by Fritz Liphardt, Oberregier- 
ungsrat, senior counsellor. Summary: The auninistrastion charged the guarding 
and inspection of the concentration camp did not belong to the jurisdiction 
of the Gestapo; that the members of the Gestapo did not have any possibility 
of getting to or insicht into the inner conditions of the concentration 
camp; not even of those in it which the Gestapo has not itself protective 
custody of arrested persons. During the inspections of concentration camps 
Sachsenhausen,Dachau and Auschwitz in 1937, 1938,and at 1941 and 1942, by 
a total of 280 leading Gestapo officials, no irregularities of any kind 
whatsoever could be discovered. If the leading officials of the Gestapo 
did not know anything of the conditions in the camps, how much less could 
the great mass of Gestapo members who had never even seen a concentration 
camp know of them. 

MR TAYLOR: Any objection to the affidavit? 

COLONEL ORLOV: I don't quite understand on what the testimony 
of Fritz Liphardt is based, Zither he himself heard something, or he bases 
his testimony on reports, affidavits, or documents that he has read. 

DR. MERKEL: The affidavit shows that Fritz Liphardt himself 
took part in the inspections of three concentration camps mentioned, that is, 
Sachsenhausen,Dachau and Auschwitz. During these inspections he saw nothing 


of any irregularities or mistreatments,or bad living conditions. He says 
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in Auschwitz we were pointed out the crematorium that was there in order 
to cremate inmates who had died in Auschwitz,but the crematorium was not 


shown to us. As there were about twenty to thirty thousand inmates in 


Auschwitz,and the execution sentences of protective custody inmates 


carried out infus chwitz , this was not very unusual, 


COLONEL ORLOV: Under these circumstances I have nc 

11 TAYLOR: Let the affidavit be marked Gesta] 
identification. 

DR. MERKEL: The next affidavit No. 55 by Paul Willkomn, 
criminal officer. The resettlement of Jews from Polen lay in the hands 
of higher 53 and Policefuehrer of concentration camps Maidanek,was 
under the jurisdiction of the Gestapo. 

IR TAYLOR: Are there any objections tothe affidavit? 

CCLONEL ORLCV: No objection. 

WR TAYLOR: Let the affidavit be ma 
fication. 

DR. MERKEL: The next affidavit No. 56 by Reinheld Aust, criminal 
Kommissar. Summary: The tasks of intelligence belonged 0 the tasks of the 
Gestapo in 1934; all officials who had up to now been employed by the 
police intelligence were taken over by the Gestapo. The sphere of work of 
the police intelligence remained the same as before, also after had been 
taken over by the Gestapo. This division had nothing to do with the 
handling of political offenses. 

MR TAYLCR: Any objection tothe affidavit: 


COLONEL ORLOV: No objection. 
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WR TAYLOR: Well, let the affidavit be marked Gestapo No. 56 
for identification. 

DR. MERKEL: The next affidavit by Erich Hahnenbruch. Reg. Rat. 
Summary: There was no battle of the Gestapo against the charges as such, 
but only a defense of political attacks that was carried on on the ; art 
of the dominations against the Party. There was no connection between 
the division called the political church and the Jewry. At the end of 
1944, about nineteen Protestants and 251 Catholic. clergymen were in pro- 
tective custody. At the beginning of 1945 a large number of them were 
dismissed. A series of Jehovah witnesses should have been condemned to 
death by the military courts as refusing to do military service, but by 
reason of an agreement between Himmler and the Ministiy of Justice, they 
were entered into concentration camps. The document R15 was not supposed 
to prohibit dominations but political activity of the confessional youth 
association. The same is shown by document 1521-P5. 

WR TAYLOR: Are there any objections to the affidavit? 

COLONEL ORLOV: No objection. 

MR TAYLOR: The affidavit may be marked Gestapo No. 57 for 
identification. 

DR. MERKEL: The affidavit No. 58 is an affidavit by Felix Ruehl, 
Reg. Ass. The prosecution of churches as such was not intended by the 
G,stapo,tut only the persecution of individual political clergymen. The 
Gestapo of Augsburg that had a total number of personnel of 150 officials 
and employees had only one official to work on church matters, From the 
first of September 194, to March 1945 no clergyman was arrested by the 


Augsburg Gestapo. 
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IR TAYLOR: Any objection tothe affidavit. 


COLONEL ORLW: In my opinion the document is accummlative to 


Mi TAYLOR: Let the record show the objection of counsel for the 
prosecution to the affidavit. 

DR MERKEL: My sole reason for wishing to submit this affi- 
davit isthat it shows that of an entire number of 150 officials and em 
ployes of the Gestapo personnel, only one of them was there to work on 
church questions. 

MR TAYLOR: The affidavit will be marked as Gestapo No. 58 for 
identification, 

DR. MERKEL: The next affidavit is No. 59 by Hans-Helmut Wolff, 
Oberregierungsrat.Summary: From March 1938 until January 1940 no clergy- 


man was entered into a concentration camp by the Gestapo office Halle 


and Frankfurt. The Gestapo did not carry on a regular church informa- 


tion service ani supervision of sermons only took place at a rally. 
MR TAYLOR: Any objection. 
COLONEL ORLOV: No objection. 
MR TAYLOR: The affidavit will be marked as Gestapo No. 59 for 


identification, 
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DR. MERKLE: The next affidavit is No. 60 by 
2056153616205 Josef Strohmeier, and states: 

female 

The inmates of/labor شوه‎ ERMEIXEX ںود‎ 
rain training camps near Munich were not mistreated by 
guards. . The inmates were adequately dressed and 875 
fed and were also under medical care. 

MR, TAYLOR: Is there any objection to the 
affidavit? if not, the affidavit willbe marked Gestapo 
No, 60 for identification, 

TARE 

DR. MERKLE: Affidavit No. 61 by Alfred Wolters- 
dorf, in which he states: 

From 1920 until 1945 witness never mistreated 
any prisoner nor suffered any mistreatment. Physicial 
injuries @ infliction cf physical injuries during duty 
were seriously punished. 


MR. "TAYLOR: Are there any object ons to this 


affidavit? +f not, let the affidavit be marked No, 61 


for identification. 
deside 
DR MERKLE: Affidavit No, 62 is an affidavit 
by Ernst Puche: 
Summary: After the entry of the Allied Troops 
1t was alleged by the Frankfurt Press that a torture chamber 


of the Gestapo had been on the premises on Linden Strasse, 
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No. 27, in Frankfurt. The witness conducted an American 


Commission there and confirmed at the pr emises that no 
such torture chamber had ever been there. 

MR. TAYLOR: Is there any objecti on to the affidavit? 

COLONEL ORLOV: I don't understand this affidavit. 
What value is this affidavit. 

DR. MERKLE: This affidavit is supposed to show 
thet first, as in the case mentioned here, the existence of 
Gestapo torture chambers is spoken of and the ٥ xistence of 
other torture chambers was alleged also but in reality did 
not exist. The French Prosecution for example have 
submitted documents with the intent to prove that such 
torture chambers existed with security police officers in 
France, and just as the Prosecution has tried by submit ting 
certain documents to show that torture chambers existed, I 
should lie to show by submitting this affidavit that torture 
chambers, at least as plied to Frankfurt did not exist. 

COLONEL ORLOV: Counsel does not convince the 
Prosecution. ‘The witness was a radio employee and had 
nothing to do with the Gestapo. “hat is the meaning of 
the affidavit and what dees it prove - that Fuche proved 
that a repa t concerning the existence of torture chambers 


chambers was pnfounded? 
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DR, MERKLE: I would like tobe allowed to 
reply in a few words. This “r, Fuche was drafted into 
the Gestapo under the emergency service regulations from the 
Ist of October, 1943, until March 19th, 1945, and he further 
testified to the fact, namely, that a torture chamber which 
was supposed to have been on the premises of Linden Strasse, 


No, 27, in Frankfurt, in reality did nd exist there. 


COLONEL ORLOV: Fuche himself doesn't say this. 


He just said that an interpreter by t he name of Budeschek, 
who was a former member of the Gestapo was employed by the 

Military 
Amer ican/Government to donduct a commission down there 
and that the Commis si ondid nc find anything on these 
premises. I might agree with the Prosecutor but at any 
rate Fuche tells us that this kkg interpreter conducted 
the Commission there but that nothing was found there, as 
the torture chamber actually did not exist, In my opinion 
no objection can be made t a witness testifying to what 
a third person has told him, Similar documents are also 
being used by the Prosecutions 

MR. TAYLOR: Was affiant a member of the Com- 
mission @ a party to the inspect on? 

DR. MERKLE: No, evidently not, He just heard 
this from Budeschek, 

MR. TAYLOR: The affidavit appears tobe mare 
or Less hearsay, but far the value it may have far the 


defense it will be received and marked Gestapo No, 62 
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for identification, and the objection of the Prosecution 
will be noted in the record, 
جد بر یو ببس د ېد‎ 

DR. MERKLE: The next affidavit No, 635 was made 
by Adolf Jawinsky in 1945, 

Summary: No prisoners in the police prison at 
Shceveningen and Groningen were maltreated. Sever e punishments 
were threatened for that treatment. “uring the retreat of 
German troops prisoners at Scheveningen and Groningen were 
not killed but either dismissed or removed, 

MR. TAYLOR: Are there any ob jections to the 
affidavit? 

COLONELORLOV: No objections, 

MR. TAYLOR: Let the afficavit be marked No, 5 
for identification. 

د د وو د و 

DR, MERKLE: The next affidavit, No. 64, by 
Jakob “ramer, states: 

At the end of March, 1945, fifteen members of 
the resistance movement were arrested in Innsbruck. In 
spite of the fact their offenses had been proved, the 
fifteen persons were nd killed at the approach of Allied 
Troops but set at liberty. 


MR. TAYLOR: Is there any ob jection to the 


affidavit? “f not, the affidavit will be marked No, 64 


for identification, 
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DR MERKLE: The next affidavit is an affidavit 
by Albert Kaden, No, 653 

Summary: Re-examination by the Gestapo liaison 
officers in Salzgitter in the year 145 at camp No, 49 for 
fa eign la borers (Reichswork Salsgitter) showed that seva al 
fushrers of the camp had confiscated certain food meant for 
the workers and used it for themselves, As the B bers 
from the East were not allowed to a ppear as wi tnesses be- 
fore an œ dinary court, the incident was reported tothe 
RSHA» Tho guards concerned were entered into a concentration 
camp, though one of them was a political leader of the 


NSDAP, 


COLONEL ORLOV: I don't qite understand this 
/ 


affidavit. In the previous atfiaavits that have been submitt- 
ed they have read and it was maintained that the Gestapo 

had nothing to do with concentration camps, and in this 
affidavit mention is made of the fact that sever al camp 
fuehrers had committed an offense and were arrested. 

DR MERKLE: May I say the following in a few 
words conceming what the Gestapo had to do with concen- 
tration camps? I have maintained and tried to prove that 
the Gestapo had nothing to do with the treatment of the 
inmates and inner administration and conditions as 7 
existed within the concentration camps, but that these 


concentration camps were under the jurisdiction of the 


SS economic administration main of fice, but 1 have never 
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tried to deny nar have I denied that the entering of protect- 


ive custody prisoners into concentration camps was made by 
Gestapo offices, as well as other offices. In this affidavit 
we only treat of the fact trat certain guards who had com- 
mitted offenses towards certain inmates were in their turn 
entered into concentration camps by tthe RSHA, That was, 

of course, one of the duties of the Gestapo. 

MR. TAYLOR: Are there any further objections? 

COLONEL ORLOVs In Affidavit No, 54 it says for 
exsmple that the regiments, administration, inspecti on 
and guarding of concentration camps did not belong to the 
jurisdiction of the Gestapo. Members of the Gestapo had 
no pos sibility of getting any insight intothe inner re- 
lations of the concentration camps, ar even into those in 
which they entered their protective custody prisoners. 

With the transfer into the concentration camp ‘the protective 
custody case was finished by the Gestapo. 

‘DR, MERKLE: It is perfectly clear and I completely 
agree with Colonel Orlov, but that exactly is where the dif- 
ference comes in, the transfer into the concentration camp 
was a case fo the Gestapo. However, as soon as the pris- 
oner was within the concentration cmmp he came exclusively 
under the administration of the concentration camp, and 
the administration of these concentration camps was ex- 


clusively an affair of the 88 economic and administration 
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central office. “t was not an affair of the Gestapo and 

1f affidavit No, 65 talks about the prisoners being trans- 
ferred into the concentration camps that xX of course was 

an affair for the Gestapo, I mean the transfer into the 
concentration camps, and that is all this affidavit No, 65 
is talking about, because it says that the guards were 

sent to a concentration camp though one of themwas a polit- 
ical leader in the NSDAP. I don't see any contradiction to 
the m eviously submitted affidavits. I again want to out- 
line that we must differentiate between the transfer into 

a concentration camp, the protective custody procedure and 
the execution of protective custody in the concentration 
camp. 

MR, TAYLOR: Any further œ jections? 

COLONEL ORLOV: No, 

MR, TAYLOR: The objection of the Prosecution and 
the reply of the defense will be noted in the record, Fa 
the purpose of identification the affidavit will be marked 
Gestapo No. 65, 

PETS ودب‎ 

DR. MERKLE: The next is affidavit No, 66, an 

affirmati on 
/axxxkxxktiam under oath by Hermann Wellmann, 

Summary: A hospital was erected in Braunschweig 

for Russian and Polish workers in the year 1942, With the 


exception of the chief the entire pers nnel was compo ed of 


Russian laborers, The NSDAP became aware in 1944 that 
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that former Secretary Peters, who was chief cf the hospital 


administration had taken food, alcohol and other things for 


a long period of time, and in answer to statements of the 
Russian Prosecution witnesses and so on a penal investigation 
was started and Peters was sentenced to three years in jail. 
The NSDAP In Braunschweig on the basis of this very milc 
sentence considered whethér it might not be advissble to 
put protective custody on Peters after he had served his 
sentence, In cases in which a department chief had com- 
mitted immoral crimes agains t Russian or Polish 67 
females very strict measures were taken, 

MR, TAYLOR: Is there any ob jection to the 
affidavit? 

COLONEL ORLOV: No objection. 

MR. TAYLOR: The affidavit will ‘be makx marked 
Gestapo No, 66 for identification. 

deni 

DR. MERKLE: GaAstapo Affidavit No, 67 is an 
affirmation under oath by Walter of Walter Hildebrand. 

Summary: The Gestapo had nothing to do with 
the dep tation of foreign workers into the Reich terri- 
tory kn June labor offices and their employment staffs 
in the ocaupied territories were competent parties, 


Those details which regarded the care, shelter and food 


supplies of tbese workers had become derelict and were 
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treated very sefferely by the state police. 
MR. TAYLOR: Are there my objections to the affidavit? 
marked 
Not, the affidavit will be/makxad No. 67 for identification. 
دو و ورو د وزو یک‎ 


DR. MERKLE: Affidavit No, 68 is an affirmation 


der oath by Willy ۵ ۰ 


Summary; In Holland steps were taken a gainst 
EX crimes against property by عه‎ ganized gangs which maintain- 
ed they were Sipo officials and that they were entitled to 
confi scate property, Three of such gangs of twelve and sixteen 
men sach were found in Amsterdam, 

COLONEL ORLOV: No objection, 

MR. TAYLOR: Let the affidavit be marked No, 68 
for identification, 

يي ېمد 

DR. MERKLE: Affidavit No. 69 is an affidavit 
by Kurt Wenzel, and concerns the appropriation of strange 
capital by Gestapo officials and states it was strictly 
penalized by a procedure against the Secretary of the 
Criminal police attached to the Gestapo office in Holland 
who had enriched himself with Jewish property and another 
procedure against concentration camp commanders who had 
enriched themselves on property belonging to prisoners, 

MR. TAYLOR: Are there any objecti ons to the 
affidavit? 


COLONEL ORLOV: No, 
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Let the affidavit be marked Gestapo 
No. 69 for identification. 
وود و‎ eH 

MR. MERKLE: The next one is affidavit No. 0 
by Rudolf Seidel, 

MR. TAYLOR: Do you have the original affidavit, 

Dr. “erkle? 

DR. MERKLE This is a carbon copy. I only have 
this copy, mich, however, was signed by himself and certified. 
Unfortunately, I haven't the original, 

NR. TAYLOR: It is submitted as the original though? 

DR. MERKLE: If you will please con sider 1t as such. 


Summary: Officials of the Gestapo who became 


members of the SS on the basis af a corresponding ranking 


coordination in the SS did not become members of the General 
SS. Still less were the so-called uniform wearers of the 
Sipo and SD menbers of the ۰6 

MR. TAYLOR: Are there any objections to the 
effidavit? If not, let the affidavit be marked Gestapo 
No. 70 far identification. 

SHH 

DR. MERKLE: The next affidavit No, 71 is an 
affirmation under cath by Dr. Horst Laube. 

Summary: Keitel's statement that with the 
employment of the higher SS police leaders in France, 


the persecution of Jews and and arbitrary application of 
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the nicht tag edict, that his statement 1s incorrect. Matters 
against the Jews had been executed by the French government 
in agreement with the military commanders and with the German 
Embassy since 1940, evenbefcore the employment of the higher 
SS and police leaders, the nicht tag decree had been applied 


by the commando staffs of the military commandars, 


Kurkkerfoumx Furthermore, it is not correct that there 


had been an independent political executive even before 1942, 
Rather the political executive up until ^pril, 1942, came under 
the supervision of the military commander of “aris and was in 
the hands of the French police of the GSP and the field ع‎ 0 
police in the German armed forces did not work against each 
other but the cooperated, The German police also did not work 
in anarbitrary manner, particularly as far as ho tages were 
concerned. The three shooting of hostages from May 1942 until 
February 1944 were based on the directives issued to the 
military commanders and to the higher SS and police leaders, 

MR. TAYLOR: Is there any objection tothe affidavit? 

COLONEL ORLOV: No, 

MR. TAYLOR: Let the affidavit be marked Gestapo 
No. 71 for identification. 

33H IEEE 

DR. MERKLE: No, 72 is anaffidavit from Heinrich 

Truckenbrodt. 


Summary: The composition of the personnel of the 
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Gestapo in Hennover from 1957 until 1944: Twenty per-cent 
detectives who were taken on béf e 1933 by the political 
police: seventy per-cent were schutzpolisei officials who 
partly for the duration of the war had been attached to the 


Gestapo, and ten per-cent came from the free professi ons, 


including those whowere drafted on the basis of the max 


emergency decrees, The Stapostelle in Hannover took steps 
against excesses against the Jews on the 9th and 10th of 
Novemben,1938. SS and SA men who had enriched themselves 
wers punished. 

MR. TAYLOR: Is there any objection to the 
affidavit? 

COLONEL ORLOV: No. 

MR. TAYLOR: Let the affidavit be marked Gestapo 
No, 72 for identification. 

متس نج ورد د وا 

DR ME The next affidavit 1s from Kurt 
Joergens and is No, 75: 

Summary: The technical officials of the Gestapo 
had nothing to do with either the active execution of 
any executed tasks, much less had they become aware of 
them in any way. 

MR. TAYLOR: Are there any objections to the 
affidavit? 


COLONEL ORLOV: No objections, thank you, 
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of 


JR. TAYLOR: Let the affidavit be marked Gestapo 


No, 72 for identification. 
E 


AE‏ ېني بې 

DR. MERKLE: The next one, No. 74, 18 a statistical 
summary of 530 members of the Gestapo in the camp Darmstadt, 
It has beensworn to by Reinhard Wollf. Only 60,5 per-cent 
were volunteers, four of the 550 men had been previously sen- 
tenced before 1933; 21 individuals were members of the SS and 
87 were members of the party. 31 members were members of 

NSDAP 
the/XRR of Germany and 3 were members of the communist party 
of Germany; 170 of them were protestants, 52 were cathollc 
and 257 of them were professional policemen. 

MR. TAYLOR: If there are no objections the affi- 
davit will be marked Gestapo No, 74 for identification. 

دد دو د ووو 

DR. MERKLE: The next affidavit is No, 75 and 
it comes from KARL FOERSTER. 

SUMMARY: Only the RSHA could pronounce protective 
custody, The competent office was occupied only by adminis- 
trative officials. Decrees and regulations had been issued 
pertaining to protective custody proceedings. In many cases 
only a warning œ bell was given instead of a protective 
custody asked far by the Gestapo. Each order for protective 


custody was constantly re-checked. Either dismissal or 


eased employment was ordered in good conduct cases. The 
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office handling protective custody did not issue the œ ders 
pertaining to the mass arrest of Jews. 

Ihe concentration camps SE 09 to the Gestapo 
but to the inspector of the concentration camps a the Ss 
economic or administrative central office. The political 
departments of the concentration camps also did not come under 
the Amt IV but under the camp commanders. 

He knew of the "bullet" decree, but at an official 
conference with the Chief of Amt IV the word "bullet" was 
interpreted in the talks that it was not to mean "shooting" 
by any chance but merely referred to the fact arrestees 
were to be kept from escaping by an iron ball to be attached 
to their foot. Neither the office cf protective custody nor 
the mass employees of Amt IV or of RSHA were acquainted with 
the extermination of Jews œ other crimes. 

MR. TAYLOR: If there is no objection let the 
affidavit be marked Gestapo No, 75 fa identification, 

دو و وز 

DR. MERKLE: No, 76 is an affidavit by Guenter 
Fentz. 

Summary: Basically membership in the Gestapo 
was not voluntary, Basically, resignation was not possible, 
The Gestapo office in Darmstadt in 1940 to 1942 was composed 
of approximately fifty-seven ice وو‎ Es forty- 


three per-cent employees. Of the latter figure eighty-four 
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per-cent were not employed in state police tasks. The 
office of the SIPO and of the SD in occupied territories 
also were not composed of voluntary members, While the 
witness was active in Darmstadt from 1940 until T ia 
RSHA from 1942 to the end, he had nd become aware of any 
third degree interrogation cases, ‘Severe punishment was 
meted out in case of mal-treatment of prisoners. Thus, a 
warden in a jail was punished with a rather long prison 
sentence for a mistreatment of a Jewish prisoner in the 
yoar 1940, and he was put out of his office. The Gestapo 
officials were not outside of the law and justice, The 
members of the Gestapo by the creation d the SS and police 
judiciary were submitted to mare severe principles of law 
than other felons. Thus, fifty Gestapo merbers had committed 
crimes during the evacuation of Jews in the year 1942, Partly 
they were sentenced to death ar to lohg prison sentences, The 
crims with which the Gestapo is charged today were not know. 

MR. TAYLOR: If there is no objection the affidavit 
will be marked No. 75 for identification. 

IHREN 
DR. MERKLE: Affidavit No. 77 is by Felix Ruehl. 


Summary: It was generally known that the purpose 


of the deportation of the Jews was their employment am 


not by any means their biological exterminatione Visits 
in these concentration camps did not show any irregularity. 


Despite several visits in prisoner of war camps nothing 
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had become known of the fact that Jews had been there or 
were tobe executed. 

As far as parachute troops were conc erned, the only thing 
that was known was that they were to be picked up and immedi- 
ately to be transferred to the custody of the armed fa ces, 
but not that they were to be shot, and also the fact that 
no one knew anything about the activities of any other 
kataxrnakxax internment office was to be found in the strict 
secrecy of all agents within the Gestapo. 

MR. TAYLOR: If there is no objection, the affi- 
davit will be marked No, 77 for identification. 
et 


DR. MERKLE: No, 78 is en affidavit from Anton 


Summary: Nothing was known about the extermin- 
ation of Jews but the special action group of Gestapo 
officials did not have any chance to see what was going on 
in the concentration camps and particularly they could not 
know anything about the maltreatment and killing there. 

MR. TAYLOR: If there is no objection, let the 
affidavit be marked No. 78 for identification, 

نزو د و یب مود 
DR. MERKLE: Affidavit No, 79 is by Hans Tesmer.‏ 
Summary:  Niether the witness nor other members‏ 


of his office knew anything about extermination of Jews, 


mistreatments and killings in the concentration camps and 
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such like. 

MR. TAYLOR: Are there any objections to the 
affidavit? 

COLONEL ORLOV: Noe 

MR. TAYLOR: Let theaffidavit be marked Gestapo 
No, 79 fæ identification. 

De دبع‎ 

DR. MERKLE: Next is Affidavit No, 80 by Erich 
Hahnenbruch. The great mass did not know anything about 
the c rimes with which the Prosecution has charged the 
KXXXX Gestapo, particularly because of the secrecy r egula- 
tions. Depsite visits to Sachsenhausen and Dachau, the 
office for dealing with matters pertaining to the Church 
in the RSHA had not become aware of the mistreatments in 
the concentration camps, Any misdemeanca s of any sort 
were to be particularly penalized 1۶ they were committed 
by members of the Gestapo bythe SS and police corps, 

Thus, I heard that a commandant of a concentration 
camp was hanged by order of Himmler in the presence of all 
other concentration camp commanders because he permitted 
mistreatment and because he had stolen property belonging 
to the inmates. 

MR. TAYLOR: Is there any objection? 

COLONEL ORLOV: One moment, sir, the affidavit 


of Hans Tesmer?? reads as follows: 


"A refferent told me that a commandant of a 
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concentration camp by w der of Himmler had been hanged in 
the presence of other concentration camp commandants because 
he had permitted maltreatment and because he had stolen 
property of inmates." That is so intolerable I doubt if 
this affidavit has my significance whatsoever, Perhaps 
the rest of it is based on such tales, 

DR. MERKLE: It is perfectly correct as “olonel 
Orlov has stated that this is nd a description based on 
his om experience but merely the re-telling of a story 
told by a third person, Of course, it 18 up to the Tribunal 
to evaluate the correctness of such as to whether it is true 
am note In my opinion, the witness has re-told correctly 
the story told to him, Of course, I cm not examine the 
witness as to whether it is true or not, but on the other 
hand I do not believe that a referremt tells such a story 
unlessit is true. 

MR. TAYLOR: Colonel Orlov, have you any further 
objection? 

COLONEL ORLOV: Yes, I have another ob jection. 
It is my opinion that the whole affidavit is based really 
on assumption and hearsay. 

DR. MERKLE: ‚Even if this one point should be 
not objectively true, I beg that this affidavit be accepted 
perta ning to other matters contained therein, such 8 


the knowle dge of the office dealing with matters pertaining 


to churches and regarding the situation in concentration camps. 
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MR, TAYLOR: The cb jection of the Prosecution 


and the reply of the defense counsel will be noted in the 


record and the affidavit will be marked Gestapo No, 80 


for identification. 
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DR MERKEL: 
by ANTON F 80 he ci pf an emergency Lon: 
English bomber in North Germany was protected 


the threats of 


capacity 


DR. MERKEL? Noe 
shooting of the 12,000 Polish 
executed by Einsatzkommando oi 
opinion the 
took place in the beginning 
wen there were 
neither troops nor Germ police in the country. 
Any objections to the affidavit 
I have an objection to this affi- 
Katyn was examined by the Interna- 
tary Tribunal very thoroughly in a special 
many witnesses were heard befo 
Tribunal i 1 Ihe witness Tesmer has written 
follows: 


Discussions with members of 


croup, among others with the then chief administre tive 


officer Col. I. G on Unold, as well as with the chief 
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of the propaganda echelon, I became convinced that 
these Polish officers were shot during the period 
from January to October 1940. 

The military had submitted to it, 
special documents ana writings which sated when these 
killings had taken place. “hat is 


affidavit does not prove anything 1 


o 


ho themselves were interested in 

0۳5 7 و‎ mig] oe self-serving evidence. 
objection, as 

importance, and 


t absolutely. 


defense did not have 

an opportunity to hear the witnesses which have appeared 
before the Tribunal because a ruling of the Tribunal 
prohibited it expressly. I only submit his affi- 

within the evidence submitted by the 
Russian prosecution it was charged that these 12,000 
Polish officers were executed by an Einsatzkommando 
of the SIPO or the 


this affidavit brings anything new as such, 8 


I know, all this affidavit does is repeat the 


of view of the German defense. I submit this 


only in an attempt to prove that members of 
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known of the “criminal characte 
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in Auschwitz we were pointed out the crematorium that was there in order 
to cremate inmates who hac died in Auschwitz, but the crematorium was not 
shown to use As there were about twenty to thirty thousan” inmates in 
Auschwitz, and the execution sentences of protective custody inmates 
carricd out in Auschwitz, this was not very unusual, 

COLONEL ORLOVs Under these circumstances I have no objection, 

WT. TAYLOR: Let the affidavit be marked Gestapo Noe باك‎ for 
identification 

DR. MERKEL? Tho next affic:vit Noe 55 by Paul Willkomm, criminal 
officers The resettlement of Jews from Polen lay in the hands of higher 
SS and Policefuehrer of concentration camps Maicanek, was not uncer the 
jurisdiction of the Gestapo. 

AR. TAYLORs Are there any objections to the affidavit ? 

COLONEL ORLOV: No cbjection, 

Re TAYLOR: Let tho affidavut be merked estapo No, 55 for identi- 
ficationg 

DR. MERKI The next afficcvit Noe 56 by Reinheld Aust, crimir. 1 
Konmissar, Summary : The tasks of intelligence bel need to the tasks -f 
the Gestapo in 1934: all officials wh. had up to now been employed by the 
police intelligence were taken over by the Gestapo, The sphere of werk of 
the police intelligence remained tae same as before, also after had been 
taken over by the Gestapo, This division had nothing to dc with the 
Handling of political offensese 

XR. TAYLOR: Any objection t. the affidavit ? 

COL: NEL ORLOV: No objection, 

MR TAYLOR$ Well, let the affidavit be marked Gestapo Noe 56 for 
icentification, 

DR. MERKEL: The next,affidavit by Erich Hahnenbruch, Rege Rate 
Sumnarys There was no battle of the Gestap. against the charges as such, 
but only a defense of political a'tacks that was carried on on the part 
of the dominations against the و +بعط‎ Theme was no connection between the 


division called the political church and the Jewry. 
£159 
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at the end of 194 about nineteen Protestants and 251 Catholic clergymen wer: 
in protective custodye At the beginning cf 1945 a large number of them were 
dismissed. A series of Jehovah witnesses should have been condemned to 
death by the military courts as refusing to do military service, but by 


reason of an agreement between Himmler and the Ministry of Justice, they 


wore entered into concentration c^^5s, The document R 15 was not supposed 


to prohibit dominations but political activity >f the confessional youth 
association. The same is shown by document 1521-7-0 

MR. TAYLORS Are there any Jjections to the affidavit ۶ 

COLONEL ORLOV: No cbjectic:.. 

MR. TAYLOR: The affidavit may be marked Gestapo Noe 57 for identifi- 
catione 

DR. MERKEL: The affidavit e 58 is an afficavit by Felix Ruehl, Reg. 
g5% The prosecution of churches as such was not intended by the Gestapc, 
but only the persecution of indivicual political clergyiucne The Gestap 
of àusburg that had a total number of personnel cf 150 officials and 
employces had only one official to work on church matters, From the first 
of September 194) to March 1945 no clergyman was arrested by the Augsburg 
GS ۵٥۰ 

MR. TAYLCR$ any objection the affidavit. 

COLONEL ORLCV: In my opinion the document is accumulative to Zoe 57. 

MRe TAYLOR: Let the record show the objection of counsel for the 
prosecution to the affidavit, 

DR. MERKEL! My sole reason for wishing to submit this affidavit is 
that it shows that of an entire number of 150 officials and employees of 
the Gestapo personnel, only one of them was there tc work on church questior 

MR. TAYLOR: The affidavit +711 be marked as Gestapo No, 58 for iden- 
۱۳ مت‎ 

DR. MERKEL: The next afficavit is No, 59 by Hans-Helmut Wolff, 
Coerregierungsrate Summary : From March 1938 until January 1940 no cler- 
gyman was entered into a concentration camp by the Gestapo office Halle 
and Frankfurt, The Gestap. did not carry on a regular church information 


0160 
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service and supervision of sermons only took place at a rally, 
MR, TAYLORs Any cbjection ? 
COLONEL ORLOV: No objection, 


MR. TAYLORs The affidavitwill be marked as Gestapo Noe 59 for 


۳۷ 
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DR. MERKEL: The. next affidavit is Noe 60 by Josef Strohmeier, and 
states 8 

Ihe inmates of female labor training camps near Munich were not 
mistreated by guards, The inmates were adequately dressed and fed and 
were also under mecieal care, 

“Re TA LOR} Is there any ot jection to the affidavit ? If not, the 
affidavit will be marked Gestapo i>, 60 for identification, 


DR MERKEL: Affidavit Noe 61 by alfred Woltersdorf, in which he 


From 1920 until 1945 witness wver mistreated any prisoner nor 
suffered any mistreatment. Physical injuries or infliction of physical 
injuries during duty were seriously punished, 

MR. TAYLORs Are there any objections to this affidavit ? If not, 
let the affidavit be marked Noe 61 for identification, 

DR, “MERKEL: Affidavit No, 62 is an affidavit by Ernst Fuches 

Summary : After the entry of the Allied troops it was alleged by 
the Frankfurt Press that a torture chamber of the Gestapo had been on the 
premises on Linden Strasse,No 27, in Frankfurts The witness concucted an 
American commission there anc confirmed at the premises that no such 
torture chamber had even been there, 


Li 


MR, TAYLOR: Is there any cusscction to the affidavit ? 

COLCNZL ORLOV: I don't understand this affidavit. What value is 
this afficavit ? 

DR, M.RKELs: This affidavit is supposed to show that first, as in 
the case mentioned here, the existence of Getapo torture chambers £s spo- 
ken of and the existence of other torture chambers was alleged also but 
in reality did not existe The French Prosecution for example have 
submitted documents with the intent to prove that such torture chambers 
existed with security Police cffic>rs in France, and just as the Prosc^u- 
tion has tried by submitting certain documents to show that tcrture 
chambers, at least as applied to Froinkfurt did nct exist, 


35182 
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COLONEL ORLOV: “ounsel. does not convince the Prosecution, 


witness was a radio employee anc had nothing tc do with the ۵ 
What is the meaning of the affidavit and what does it prove = that 
Fuche proved that a re, ort concerning the existence uf torture chambers 
was unfounded ۶ 

MERKELS I would like to be allowed to reply in a few 8۵ و‎ 
Th.s Mr. Fuche was drafted into the Gestapo under the emergency service 
regulations from the lst of October 1943, until March 19th 195 and 
he further testified to the fact, namely, that a torture chamber which 
Was sup used to have been on the premises of Linden Strasse, No, 27, in 
Frankfurt, in reality did not exist there, 
COLONEL ORLOV: Fuche himself doesn't say this. He just said tha 
an interpreter by the name of Budeschek, who was a former rember 
Gestapo was em Lei by the American Military Government to ccnduct a 
commission down there and that the Commisson did n.t find anything on thes 
promisese I might agree with the Prosecutor but at any rate Fuche tells 
that this interpreter conducted the Commission there but that nothing 
was found there, as the torture chamber actually did not exist, 
pini no objection can be made to a witness testifying to what ^ third 
Jerson has told hime Similar documents are also being used by the Prosecu- 
Ng 
MR. TAYLOR: Was affiant a member of the 
inspection ? 
DR. MERKELs No, evidently nct. He just 
TAYLOR: The affidavit appears to be 


it may have for the defense 





۳۳۳۳۳۳۵۵ 


1048 — 0048 





۷0 


one 


ما دولا يي 





11 


H1048 -00 
custody caso wa finishod 
Dr, 1 


i Colonol Orlov, 3 1 act] who 


3 b تم‎ s نی‎ 3 5 
onec conos in, the transi th 


for tho Gestapo. Howcvcr 2s soon 


اي مر ویو 


E m 


transfcr 


PUE‏ دی ا نے 
VLOU‏ 


an MATOD مه‎ 
رای‎ LON d ند‎ 


NP ہ‎ AC مر‎ Mera 
IPOSCCULLON 


Tonner 
ELO 1 1116 





ژ1۷۵۷ 


H1048-0051 


entire personnol was composed of Russion labore 


former ۸ت8‎ 


AE? 


of tho hospital admir ‚tion had tokon 


de 


alcohol anc no hings for a long pcriod of timc, 


Ké 
t e IS چم‎ de Kwan 
0 M Yee UU. را‎ 


vostigetion ۵ 
ro 1 s ې هه‎ en بس ېټ 74 يم‎ e 
ISD.P ln Braunschweig 
پس سدم کد‎ A n " 
consiGcro.. 
4 at I ہپ‎ 
۰٠0ت‎ ن٥٥‎ 1۷0 custody 


v 


in vhich 


TAYLOR 


"ONST, ORLOV ٤ 2 jocti 


pDor- 


‘© competent prrtios,. Thoso 05525115 which 46 


hed 164 


+ Na) 


troated very scvoroly 


171. TAYLOR „ro thor 


ہے سے rm‏ مس ہم ہے ہے ہے وم 





1 


DI 


H1048-0052 


A. 
L 


3456 
ل 


Drope] 


MURKLO : Affidavit- Noe.63 1s cn 


Klucting 


J - 


1 
JING 


117 


— سی شک 
00.7 


۹ 


which 


à gangs 


doro ontitloc 


RLOV 


ہے سم ہے سو ہے ہے سم a‏ 


HIRKLE $ affidavit 


nanana 
Ce fa A 


1 ^ 
NG 


20r 
de m 
statos 


۳ 


A 


7 in as 
and another or 


ae ۳ e tege i 
hod cnriched tkersclves on 
نا‎ OR s re I La 


COLONEL ORLOV 3 


net property by 


COLON TL 


no 
wl Ak @ 


pans ۸‏ م 


le 


nm 


the 


BED‏ بات 





آ ۲1۵۵۵ 


27 July LTG Cook 1 T 
MR. TAYLOR: Let tho cffidavit bo marked Gestapo Ho, 69 
for idoentificction, 


MERKLE: Tho noxt ono is affidavit No, 70 by Rudolf 


TAYLOR: Do you hevo tho original affidavit, Dr, Merkle 

DR. MERKLE: This is 2 carbon copy. I heve only this copy, 
which, however, was signed by himself and cortificd, Unfortu- 
ncotoly, I hevon't tho original. 

MR, TAYLOR: It is submitted as tho origincl though? 

DR, MERKLE: If you will please consider it cs such, 

Sumuerys Officials of tho Gostapo who boocno mormors of 
the SS on tho basis of a corrospondins ranking coordination in 
tho SS did not:bocono mombors of tho Gmeral SS, Still loss 
wore the so-called uniform 16 76028 of tho Sipo ond SD members 
of tho SS. 


MR, TAYLOR: Aro.thoro any objections to tho cfi 


If nct, lottho affidavit bo marked Gostcpo No, 70 


tion, 

DR, MERKLE: Tho noxt cffidavit No. 71 is en affirmation 
undor cath by Dr, Horst من"‎ 

Summary: Koitol's stctonont that 
tho higher SS police 16:88 
Jews and arbitrery application 
stotonont is incorroct, laatters nga: t tho Jows had boon exe- 
cuted by tho French govornuont in cgrocnmont with tho militery 
conondors ond with tho Gorman Enbassy since 1940, ovon bof 
tho orıployment of ilc SS and polico londers, 
tog Tocroo had been applied by tho cormeando staff 
commonders, 

Furthermore, it is not corroct that thoro had 
indopondont political oxocutivo even before 1942. Rathor tho 
political oxocutivo up until. .pril 1942, como undor tho supor- 
vision of tho military commander of Paris and was in tho hands 


of tho Fronch police of tho GSP and tho field gondarmio. Police 
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in tic PBA armed forces did nct werk against oach other but 
thay cooperated. The Germen police also did not work in an 
arbitrary manner, particularly as fcr as 8 
corned. Tho throo shootings of hostagos fron May 
Fobruary 1944 were based on the directives 25 0 
conmonders and to the higher 5" and police 5 و‎ 

MR, TAYLOR: Is thoro any objection to tho affi 

COLONEL ORLOV: Noe 

MR. TAYLOR: Lot tho cffidavit be marked Gestcpo No, 71 

identificction. 

DR, NERKLE: No, 72 is an cffidavit from Heinrich Truckon- 
_brodt, 

Simmarys Tho composition of the pcrsonnol of tho 


nover from 1937 until 1944: Twenty per cont detectives 


who were taken on before 1955 by the political police; 


per cont were schutzpolisci officials who partly for the dura- 
ho war hod been 56 > E Gestapo, cnd ten per 
including those who 


drafted on tho basis of the energe r docroos, 


there any objection to tho affidavit? 
COLONEL ORLOV: No, 
TAYLOR: Lot tho affidavit bo marked Gestapo No, 72 
fication. 
MERKLE: Tho noxt offidevit is fron Kurt Joorgens and 
technical officials of the Gortapo had nothing 
cithor tho active oxocution of any executed tasks, 
had they become awa of tnem in any 
TAYLOR: Aro there any objections to the affidavit? 
COLONEL ORLOV: No objoctions, thank you. 


Lot tho affidevit bo marked Gestapo 
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DR. HERKLE: The next ono, No, 74, is 


HAT a 


of 530 nonbors of the Gestapo in tho comp Darmst dt. 


sworn to by crd Wollf. Only 60.5 por cont ۵ 


volunteers, four of the 530 mon had been previously 

before 1955; 21 individuals were moerbors of 
öl moribors were mormo 

Gormany ond 3 were monbers of tho communist party 


170 of thom wore protostants, 52 wore 6 


wore professional 
MR. TYLOR: 
arkeod Gestapo 
DR. MERKLE: 
Karl Poorstor. 
miles 


Only tho RSHA could pronounce 


cipctont office was occupiod only by 


rogulctions hid 


proceedings. In ncny cuses only 


protoctivc custody 


c. 


protective custody was constüöntiy ro-chockod. 


or oasod omploymont was ordered in good conduc 


o 
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protect vo 
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Tho concentration con 


hone: 
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im 


lot tho 
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ہل سے سو 
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100502210201 


TN ax‏ کو 
notoc in tho rocorc‏ 


aT م‎ £^ m 
stapo Ho, SQ Tor 
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davit by Anton 


emergency landed English borbor in 


inst tho thro:.ts of tho populctio: 


es an official of tho STAPO towarc 


Then lot the affidavit be 
'3cctlon, 


7 Eons Tosnor The shocting of 


Katyn was not oxocutod by Finsctz- 


o SD, bocauso = according to 


those oxocutions took 


is to 


troops nor Goruon police in tho 


men 


ho fidcvit? 


on objoction tc this «ffidavit. 
7 tho International Military 
Vory nany 


e e 
Der 


Tho witnoss 


next one is 81, 


^ rem 


Cc. Ee. 


idonti 


minod 17 


iy in 5 


` 
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LERKE Tho 


Tho crow of an 


nayan 
All 


y wos 26 6 


in his capicity 


NER: Any objections? 


Gostopo No, 81 for 


ےہ ہم م 
ORIEL »‏ 


No. 82 
Polish cfficors 
the SIPO 
20 oxport 
placo in 6 
whon thoro voro noitincr Gen 
country. 
TER: 


ORLOV :‏ رلا 


nur 
M جک‎ sé 


ہم م ہ۹ 
thorough‏ 


before tho 


follows: 


cry group, anong othors 


tho 


officor Col, I.G, von Unold, 


propaganda echelon, I 0 


ur 


tho 


ot during tho 6 


it, spociz1 docunonts and 


له 


thoso killings had tckon placos 


sffiüavit not provo anything in 


PE at Ka 
000 5 


boczuso these 5 45 


708 wore it; con- 


ovidonco, This objoction, 


is of vory groct inportonco, and I 


ffidcvit absolute lye 


Jjcetion cf tho 1 


aduinistrr.tivo 


whon 
this 


to tho witnoss, 


self-serving 
concerned, 


ef this 


Discu 


tho then chiof 


chiof of 


EONVAINCOU 


N TA سوه ہم‎ 
fron January 


hod subnittod to 


militery ha 
tod 


believe 


Geisel 


sequontly, it 
as . an 
rejection 


—T3-TmT 
lg al ^ 
m لد‎ 
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The attorneys fcr the defense did not havo an opportunity to hear 
tho witnesses which have sppeared before the Tribunal because 

of the Tribunel prohibited it expressly. I only submit 
this cffidevit because within the evidence submitted by the 
Russian prosecution it was charged that these 12,000 Polish 

were executed by an Einsctzlkonmeando of the SIPO or th o 


cither, that this affidavit brings anything 


roar as l know, cll this affidavit does is report 
d 


point of view of tho German defense. submit this cffidavit 
only in an attempt to prove thet moribers of tho SIPO could not 
have taken part in this execution in Smolensk beenuso neithor 
Gorman troops nor German police were present in  Snolonsk curing 
thet poriod. 

COLONEL ORLOV: Furthermore, I don't know what the connec- 

is botwoon the Gestapo cnd this eso, I mys do not 

ll tho docunonts [ bi to this 62863 all I know is 

ovorything has boon examined thoroughly by tho Tribunal. 

is why, in uy opinic this decument hes no relevancy at 
cll to the Gestapo. i و‎ ono must bo acquainted with all 


those locuuents which I ha ۱ i Only tken could 


wo know whothor this affidavit has any rolevency to tho case cf 


the Russian prosecutor who brought 

cout tho connoction with the Gestapo during tho procoodings 

submitting c docunont to œ~ witness and asking hin whothor 
that poriod Einsatzgruppe of tho SIPO or tho SP had boon activo 


Suolonsk, that is tho only connection botwoon tho SIPO and 


COLONEL ORLOV: If tho Cormission has not bocono convinced 


Fa! 


cffidevit should be rojoctod I bog the Commission to 
to havo the entire document translated, ond 40 
all the affidavits portaining to tho ca 
GOIIISSIONER: The objections to Affidavit No. 82 by the 
prosecution, and comment thoroon by defonse counsol, is noted 
Tho request of tho prosecution that tho affidavit 
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1 


avit will bo << 


identification. 


Helrut Frorni, 


f the commander of the security 


gonorcl govormiont, 


of voluntcry 


basis of being 


jd on 


cadors 


Ng 


yarich 


30 8 


Rudolf Diols, 


OLI 8 


٥18 did not 0 


An 
ساپ‎ 


t rosign from tho 


Pa! 


cf oxocutivo 


1 


cnts during 


y 


30066 


could 


knowlodgo 


5 


bo translated is 56 


Tho samo will bo 


DR. MERKEL: 11100-071 ۵ 


4 


cnizetion of tho office o 


cf tho socurity sorvico in tho 


St, Act 
OL bi 


iis office did nct cono 


^ 
2 


^ 


out 308ا‎ exclusivoly on 


detached to 


in Docunont No 


bw 


NT کے د غه‎ 
tho higher S 


4. 3 ماد ب‎ 4. 
wo in tis 


bicip 


NOT 
لد فد الى‎ 


COLO 


۳۰۳۹۳۳۹۴ و‎ 
Aul ed لسلسا‎ abled c 


1 
J 


volunt:.rily, but t 


ON 
103 


m ue da کم‎ PR 
dà not h-vo any 


Tho lower ond medium high oxocutivo civil sorvonts 


1(0 0 
if ono 
al 


criminal cheractor, 


m 


lwcys roccznizo 458 


could have had ony knowl- 
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0020 oi Tho group of technical civil servents, employees 


cna 8 mployod on tho basis of omergency decrees cannot bo 
od olther as accomplices nor as having known of tho 
Na 


rininal character" of tho crgonization. Tho offidevit dated 


"od 
-5 


COLONTL ORLOV: Nono, 


ISSIONMER: Lot tho af avit be marked 


- NV. 


roquost Lor an 


XT UmDTmT.e. سید‎ 1 


M. ERREGI Yos, hould like to request that tho follow- 
nuiborod docunonts, < COC TIGA. Do 5ronslotod: 


54, 


ones you we. 
wont 5o do 


nator lal onos 


trenscript cf Affidavits 


harlos Gallasher 


Roportor 


Gonoviovo Biolsi 


~~ hoporter 
CHT LRT 0۱9 TO: 
Goo. R. Taylor 
Cormissionor 
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